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Under CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126(e), an ER must give special attention to effects which narrow

the range of beneficial uses of the environment or pose long-term hdth and safety risk. k addition,

the reasons why tie project applicant believes the Proposed Project is justified now, rather than reserving

an option for future alternatives, shodd be explained.

The Proposal Project involves comtruction and operation of a transmission line and associated

substations. Sierra Pacific Power Company (SPPCO) anticipat= an indefinite life expectancy for the

project, assuming regular maintenance and repairs. Because most of the proposed transmission line

would be located in rural areas, the project is not expected to significantly restrict existing land uses in

the vicinity of the transmission line. Future uses that require stictures (e.g., residencw, commercial

businesses) wodd be prohibited within the 16@foot transmission line right+f-way @O~. However,

cattle gr=ing and agricutid uses which are predominant us= along the route wotid not be prohibited

within the ROW.

The operation of the transmission line wodd present an additioti source of electric and magnetic fields

@MFs) along the proposed trmmission line ROW. As discussed in Section C.1O @blic Safety and

Hdth), at the edge of the project ROW (80 feet from trmmission line), the cdctiated EMF level would

meet the existing standards for those sates with stidards (California and Nevada have no standards),

with the exception of the residential limit irnposd in Montana. h addition, dl residences within the

vicinity of the Proposed Project wotid be at least 300 feet away from the tr~mission line, with the

exception of a single-ftiy residence on Segment L and an apartment complex on Segment X. As

presentd on-Figures C. 10-3 through C. 1010, at a distance of 300 feet, the EMF values would be

comparable to common household appliances (see Tables C. 10-1 and C. l@2).

The Applicant asserts that the Proposed Project is justified now because of existing system limitations and

the need to accommodate anticipated growth. As discussed in Section A.6 ~ose and Need for the

Project), insufficient transmission capability rwtricts SPPCO’S ability to serve existing wholesale

customers within prudent utflity practices. k addition, an augmentation of SPPCO’S system would be

required by the summer of 1997, if projected growth rates are rdhed. Postponement of this project

would Ifiely restit in development of another transmission line project in the region to satisfy projected

demand and system reliability concerns. As discussed in Section A.6.2.2, SPPCO expects to continue

utiltiig geotheti resources as part of its supply base through its Request for Proposal process, as has

been historidly done. I
....
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Pursuant to Section 15126(0 of the CEQA Guidelines, significant irreversible environmental changes must

be identified and may include the following:

● Use of non-renewable resources during the initial and continued phases of the project which would be
irreversible because a large commitment of such raourc~ makes removrd or nonuse thereafter tiikely;

● Primary impacts and, partitiarly, secondary impacts which commit fiture generations to stiar uses (such
as a highway improvement that provides access to a previously inaccessible area); and

● reversible damage which may rdt from enviromnenti accidents associated with the Project.

The transmission line construction phase wotid require an irretrievable commitment of mturd rmources

from direct consumption of fossil fuels, construction materials, the manufacture of new equipment that

largely cannot be recycled at the end of the project’s useful lifetime, and energy required for the

production of materials. Furthermore, construction of the transmission line would necessitate vegetation

and habitat removal. If the transmission line ROW was properly ratored and revegetated through

mitigation measures recommended in this ERS, permanent loss of biologiti resources would be

confined to project structure locations and new access roads.

During the project’s operatioti phase, the transmission line would allow for the transport of additional

electrid power generated from renewable r=ources @hydroelectric)and the transport of power generated

from non-renewable resourca (e.g., cod, mturd gas), since the project would improve the ability of the

Applicant to transmit additioti power generated within and outside of its service area (see Section A.6,

Purpose and Need). Therefore, operation of the transmission line does co@t the future use of

potentially significant amounts of non-renewable r=ources.

With regard tb irreversible damage, the potential exists for a transmission line accident which could cause

a fire along the proposed ROW. An accidenti fire could radt in loss or damage to sensitive biological

resources, residential uses, and ctiturd rwources or sites. The potential risk and consequences of

transmission line accidents and associated fires are mitigated to the extent possible with implementation

of numerous mitigation measures outlined in this document. However, the risk cannot be completely

eliminated, thus the potential for irreversible damage remains.

E.3 GRO=-~UC~G ~ACTS OF ~ PROPOSED PRO~CT

E.3.1 _ODUC~ON

CEQA requires discussion of the growth-inducing irnpac~ of a proposed action. NEPA does not have

a similar requirement. Section 15126(g) of the CEQA Guidelines states:

Discms the ways in which the ProposedProject couldfoster economicorpopulation growth, or the
constructionof additio~l housing, whetherdirealy or indirectly, in the surroundingenvironment.
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Incltied in this areprojects whichwouldremove obstaclestopopulationgrowth (amajor qansion
of a waste water treatmentplant might,for mmple, allowfor more constructionin serviceareas).
Increaes in thepopuladon mayfirthertm a.sting communitysem.cefacilities so considerationmust
be given to this impact. A&o discussthe ctiractenstics of someprojects which may encourageand
facilitate other activities tti could sign@cantly@ect the environment,whether individually or
cumulatively. It must not be assumedtti growth in any area is necessarilyben@cial, detrimental,

or of little significanceto the environment.

Potential growth-inducing impacts of the proposed Aturas Transmission Line Project cotid be manifested

in several ways:

● Groti restiting from tie d~ect and intiwt employment n~ed to consmct and operate tie Proposed Project
● Groti resdting from tie additiond power tiat wotid be trwrnitted by tie Proposed Project
● Groti restiting from tie presence or e~-ion of project factities.

Several geographic areas could be subject to growth-inducing impacts restiting from the Proposed

Project: (1) the Proposed Project alignment; (2) SPPCO’S service area, which would receive the new

power supply and which encompass= a sdl portion of California (Truckee and Tahoe) and the

northwest Nevada region (icluding the Reno/Sparks urban area); (3) Lassen County, California, which

is crossd by the project route and is slated for fiture tie-in to the proposed transmission line &ear 2004

at the earlimt); and (4) other areas that would receive additiod power because of an increase in SPPCO’S

import capacity.

Population growth in the above areas is desctibed in Section C. 11, Socioeconornics and Public Services.

Growth projections for SPPCO’S serviw area were reviewed for this tiysis. h general, the Nevada

economy has’ begun to recover from the r=sion more rapidy than either the mtion or California.

According to Nevti Business and EconondcItiicators @niversity of Nevada, 1994), taxable sales,

gaming revenues, industrid employment, and persoti income growth increased in the second hdf of

1993. Mso, forecasts suggest that 1994 tiable srdes and gaming revenues til grow 10 to 14 percent

and industrird employment at about five percent.

The State of Nevada experienced a 4.1 percent increase in poptiation in 1993 versus a 1.1 percent

increase mtionwide for the same year. Washoe County, Nevada, which comprises a large section of

SPPCO’S service area, grew 2.3 percent in 1993. We an average annual growth rate of 1.7 percent

is projected for Washoe County through 2015, the years 1994-2000 are expected to experience as high

as 2.4 percent armud growth.
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E.3.3 POTE~ GRO~-NUC~G EmCTS

E.3.3.1 Project Employment-Related Growth

As described in Section C. 11, Socioeconornics and Mblic Semites, the direct and indirect employment

needed to construct and operate the proposed transmission line wotid not radt insignificant population

immigration into the study area. Most of the required labor force wotid be needed on a short-term basis

during the construction phase. Over the long-term, operation of the Proposed Project would require very

few employees and, therefore, the Projwt would have a negligible effect on population growth.

E.3.3.2 Growth Related to Pro*lon of Additioti Electrid Power

By providing a means to transmit a substantial amount of additioti electric power into and through

SPPCO’Sservice area, the Nturas Transmission Lme Project codd significantly contribute to growth in

SPPCO’S service area, Lassen County, and other regions serviced by utilit~w who are interconnected to

SPPCO.

E.3.3.2.I SPPCO Sem.ce &ea

Based on projections for residential and industrid growth in the service area, SPPCO predicts an average

growth rate in power demand of 4.31 percent for the years 1993 to 1997. Given existing service system

cotitraints, the e~cement of SPPCO’Ssystem with the Proposed Project would facilitate growth in

SPPCO’Sservice area, but wotid not directly induce growth. For example, the land use planning process

for the various Reno region jurisdictions define areas of future development and desired densities through

a public proc=s and appropriate decision body approval(s). The Proposed Project did not cause these

future community growth gods, but rather, SPPCO is responding to growth through the projected land

use planning “process. SPPCO’S population projections are generally consistent with local jurisdiction

growth projections in the region. It is noted that conunercid and industrid growth in SPPCO’Sservice

area has been encouraged and promoted both by lod agencies and SPPCO. Furthermore, the provision

of an inexpemive source of electricity wotid be an incentive to industries to locate within Sierra’s service

area. The establishment of new industrid facilities wodd r=tit in direct and indirect population growth

from industry-related employment and support factiities. k some casm, businesses may relocate from

California to Nevada in raponse to the provision of inexpensive power and encouragement from SPPCO

and local commerce groups (as has been the case in recent years).

E.3.3.2.2 tissen CounQ

The Mturas Transmission Line Project could dso significantly contribute to growth in Lassen Coun~ if

an interconnection is established between the Proposed Project and LMUD. SPPCO has indicated that

it would tie its system available for a tie-in with LMUD, through a Memorandum of Understanding

~0~ executed between LMUD and SPPCO, reserving 50 W of transmission service for LMUD from

January 1, 1996 until January 1, 2005. No specific plans have been proposed, however SPPCO

anticipates -g an intertie in approximately the year 2004. At the time such plans are developed, new
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applications wotid be required to be fled with appropriate agencies.

subject to a separate CEQA process. A future L~ interconnection

within the L~ service area, but wodd not directiy induce growth.

E.3.3.2.3 Other Re@ns

Future applications would be

wodd facilitate future growth

As discussed in Section A.6.2.3, other utilities, which are imbedded in SPPCO’Ssystem, utilhe SPPCO’S

transmission system to wheel electric power from other utflities who are outside the SPPCO service area.

With the Alturas Project, the amount of power to be wheeled into and through SPPCO’Ssystem wodd

increase (since SPPCO’Simport capaciw would increase), as evidenced by the wheeling requests received

by SPPCO (see Table A4 and Section A.6.7. 1). Future growth would be facilitated in the areas that are

serviced by utilities requesting this additiod power, but additioti wheeling capabtiities would not

directly induce growth.

E.3.3.3 Groti Rdated to Existence or -on of Project Fatities

The Proposed Project and its associated facilities cotid entice future growth by virtue of their presence,

as follows:

● E~=ion of Border Town facilitiesto setim new groti witi SPPCO’Sservicearea
● btermnnection to Proposed Projectfacfities by otier uttities and hdependent Power Produmrs
● Constructionof additioti transmissionlines ptiel to the ProposedProject
● Developmentof additioti generationin the PacificNorthw~t

[ ● Growthin comnmnitiesalong the transmission~ie that cotid gain fiber optic service.

E.3.3.3.1 Bpansion due to New Growth in SPPti Sem.ce hea

The Proposed Project PEA and SPPCO’S 1993 Electric Resource Plan both refer to future expansion of

the Border Town Substation facilities into the North Vrdleys area. There has been some concern

expressed over this future expansion and associated growth-inducing impacts. At this time, SPPCO does

not have a deftite long-term expansion plan for the Border Town Substation, but through its planning

process, SPPCO has identified the use of the Border Town Substation for future expansion into ~e North

Vrdley area as an option.

Because of restrictions on water and sewer service avtiabflity in the North Valleys area, the majority of

recent and projected growth in the area has occurred in Stead, which is located within the North Valleys,

but is under the jurisdiction of the City of Reno. The North Vrdleys planning area is defined in part by

the Antelope Vrdley, Cold Spring Valley, Lemrnon Vrdley and Long Valley Hydrographic Basins. These

basins are desigmted groundwater systems. Given present conditions, dl ground waters in the North

Valleys planning area are totily appropriated and as a r=ult growth within the unincorporated North

Valleys arm has been severely restricted mashoe CounW, 1993). Stead does not have the same growth

restrictions placed on it as does the unincorporated North Valleys area, since water service to the eastern
T-.,p

(’
portion of Stead is providti by pipeline from the Truckee River; a major source of water for the Reno
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region. Currently, about 900 acre feet per year of water is delivered to the Stead area, with system

capacity of up to 3000 acre feet per year.

As growth in the Stead area occurs, expansion of additioti transmission facilities to the area would be

required. Currently, Stead is sewed by an existing 60 kV transmission system that is capable of reliably

serving approximately 43 W of load. h 1994, the peak demand was 26.5 ~. Depending on the rate

of growth, a 120 kV transmission addition cotid be requird within the next 5 to 10 years (SPPCO,

1995C).

k its long range planning studies, SPPCO has identtied two options for servicing fiture Stead growth:

1) a 120 kV source into Silver Lake Substation from Tracy and 2) a 120 kV source into Silver Lake

Substation from Border Town. If the Nturas Trmmission Line Project were approved as proposed, and

growth in the North Vtieys warranted a 120 kV transmission addition, then SPPCO would consider the

addition of a 345/120 kV transformer at the Border Town Substation and a 120 kV transmission feed to

the Silver Lake Substation. At the time such plans are developed, new applications would be required

by responsible agencies. Fume applications would be subject to a separate environmental review

process.

Similar to the growth facilitation aspects that the Proposed Project provides land uses within SPPCO’S

system, the expansion of the Border Town substation facilities ad expansion of a 120 kV line to the

Stead area would not dmectly induce growth in the Stead area, but wodd facilitate growth planned or

projected by the Iocd jurisdictions. However, expansion of the Border Town Substation and construction

of a 120 kV line to Stead cotid occur. Construction of these required factiities would impose additiond

environment impacts, especially visual and land use impacts. Given that no definite plans have been

dmigned for fiture facility expansion, any further identification of impacts associated with the expansion

would be spectiative at this time.
.

SPPCO has dso bdicated that a second 345 kV phase shifter might be requird in the fiture for two

reasons: (1) to maintain system reliability by providing a secondary bachp phase shifter, especially as

toti system imports increase overtime, and (2) depending on the resdtant operation of the western utility

system with the Proposed Project, desired transfer capacity might not be rdtied @elson, 1995). The

addition of a second phase shifter at the Border Town Substation would contribute to growth within

SPPCO’S system by facilitating service, but would not directiy induce growth.

E.3.3.3.2 Interconnection to Proposed Project Fadties

Concern has been exprmsd as to the potential of SPPCO or other utilities to interconnect future

transmission or generation projects to the Proposed Project, particularly at the Border Town Substation.

This concern has been propagated by several factors: 1) The designation of the Border Town region as

an intersection for several existing and proposed transmission corridors in the 1992 Western Regional

Corridor Study prepared by the Western Utflity Group ~G) (see Figure E-l); 2) the identification of
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potential rdternative digrunents that traverse the Border Town region for a fiture Transmission Agency

of Northern California @ANC) trmmission line project; and 3) a list of potential transmission and

generation projects presented in SPPCO’S 1995-2014 Electric and Gas ktegrated Resource Plan (1995

m).

It should be noted that the utility corridors identified in the 1992 Western RegioM Corridor Study have

been identified by the WG. The BLM and USFS utilti the corridor study as a reference document in

the development of hd Management Plans and Forest Plans, respectively, and when considering land

use decisions. However, simply-because the WG identtied a fiture corridor, does not mean that the

corridor is considered permittable by the appropriate agencies.

The BLM made inquiries of TANC and Plumas-Sierra Rural Electric Cooperative (a local utility and

member of TANC) as to its intentions with respect to fiture interconnections at Border Town. k its

response, TANC stit~ that its primary objective is to increase the transmission capacity between Centrrd

California and Southern Nevada, generally referred to as the Central California-Desert Southwest

Transmission Project (CCDS~ ~ANC, 1995).

h pursuit of this objective, during 1992 and early 1993, TANC conducted inted studi= to assess the

potential feasibility of alternative methods whereby the transmission system transfer capability between

the southern terminrd of the California-Oregon Transmission Project in wntrd California and the desert

Southwest could be firmed up and increased. During late 1993 and the f~st four months of 1994, TANC,

PG&E, the Southern California Wlson Company, and the bs Angeles Department of Water and Power

conducted planning-level studies which identified and evaluated wrtain alternative transmission projects

(either the upgrading of existing factiities or the development of new facilities) that would meet the gods

of the parties. The origti dte&tiv= outlined by TANC focused on options traversing the high desert

arw northeast of the Los Angeles Basin. However, as the studies progressed, options were added that

extended from southern Crdifornia to the Marketplace/Alen area in southern Nevada, and subsequently,

options were added that would cross the Sierra Nevada north of Lake Tahoe and then continue in a south-

westerly direction towards the Marketplace/Nlen area. According to TANC, the trans-Sierra options

would pass near the area of the Border Town Substation, but wotid not interconnect with Border Town

or any existing or proposal transmission facilities in the area northwest of Reno.

Since the fdl of 1994, TANC and several other partia have been undertaking certain joint planning

activities to determine if interest might exist in selecting a potential project for future evaluation and

study. These studies are anticipated to be completed in late 1995 or early 1996. To date (September,

1995), neither a description of a project or a permitting/construction schedde have been developed.

According to Plurnas-Sierra Rural Electric Cooperative, it is opposed to and is discouraging a CCDSW

project, including a trans-Sierra option @lumas, 1995).

SPPCO dso conducted an investigation to determine if the needs of TANC codd be met with the Alturas

Transmission Lme Projector a modified Mturas Project. Since TANC’S and SPPCO’Sneeds, including

timing, differed signifiatly, SPPCO concluded that a joint project would not successfully meet both

parties’ needs (SPPCO, 1995d). SPPCO has listed the TANC project and the trans-Sierra dtemative as
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fiture options to be considered to meet system and customer requirements in its 1995 ~. However,

the 1995 ~ states that SPPCO does not believe a trans-Sierra tie is a viable transmission alternative at

Wls time.

Given the objective of TANC to increase transmission capacity between Central California and Southern

Nevada, an interconnection to SPPCO’Ssystem, regardess of whether an interconnection point were at

Border Town or elsewhere, is not a stated a su~objective of TANC. However, an interconnection with

SPPCOwould add anotier customer to TANC’S customer base for power sales and might provide SPPCO

with some improvement in import capacity, both aspects being desirable from a utility perspective. As

suggested by Plm-Sierra Rural Electric Cooperative, if a route were to be budt that connects TANC

and SPPCO, the two most likely alignments are a northern route going from Rdding to SPPCO,

somewhere through northern Lassen County, or a re-butiding of the existing 115 kV line that runs along

1-80from Truckee to Sacramento. At this time, it appears to be tiikely that the expansion of the Border

Town Substation would be required because of TANC’S plans for the CCDSW project.

SPPCO’S 1995 ~ dso s@tes that SPPCO is requesting approval from the Public Service Commission

of Nevada to expend $600,000 over a three-year period to investigate and select a site, option land, instrdl

an air quality monitoring tower, and begin permitting and development of a new generation site in its

Northern Nevada service territory. Potential sit~ to be addressd in this dysis include the Carlin

Trend, Oreana, middle to northern Washoe County, or northeastern California (along the proposed

Mturas Transmission Line Project and Tuscarora Pipeline routes). The Vahny Power Plant site is dso
,,_-..

(
~., to be considerd. “

h summary, no growth-inducement impacts are expected related to the fiture expansion of the Border

Town Substation; however, interconnection of another major transmission or generation project along the

Proposed Project, other than Border Town, cotid occur in the fiture. However, the likelihood,

character, and impacts of such an interconnection are virtually impossible to project since no plans exist

at tils time and any further tiysis wotid be extremely specdative. Any such project wotid be subject

to addhioti enviromnenti review at the time that concrete proposals are brought forward.

E.3.3.3.3 Expansion m a Uti@ Co&or

Figure E-1 illustrates the existing and proposed utility corridors (as proposed by WUG) within

northeastern California and northern Nevada. Many of these utili~ corridors contain major transmission

lines. In some ues, the corridors have been dtiignated as “right-f-way corridors” by the BLM antior

USFS. Concern has been raised as to the potential of future transmission facilities being constructed

within or parallel to the proposed Mturas Transmission Line Project right-of-way.

Section C.8.2.3.2 of this Fti EWS presents California Semte Btil 2431, which provides guiding

policies for planning and developing new transmission factiities, as fallows:

(1) Encourage the use of efisting right of way by upgrading etisting transmission facilities where
{$ technidly and economidy feasible.
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(2)

(3)

(4)

Encourage exp-ion of existing right of way, if tahnidy and anotidly feasible, whenever
construction of new transmission lines is required.

Provide for the creation of new right of way if justified by environmental, technical, or economic
reasons, as determined by the appropriate licensing agency.

Seek agreement among W interested utilties on the efficient use of new transmission capacity
whenever there is a need to constict additioti capacity.

The California Energy Commission, in cooperation with the ~ifornia Public Utilities Commission, is

responsible for the implementation of the Semte Bdl 2431 polici=. A new transmission facilities are

proposed, the noted State agencies wotid assess the consistency of the proposed projects with the above

policies (a consistency Wysis for the proposed Nturas Transmission Line Project with California Senate

Bfll 2431 policies is presentd in Section C.8.2.3.2). Depending on the objectives of fiture projects, the

proposal Aturas Transmission Line Project cotid facilitate the implementation of policies (1) and (2)

above.

The Proposed Project travers~ lands of both the Modoc and Toiyabe Nationrd Forests. k their review

of the Proposed Project, both Natioti For~ts are considering the amendment of their respective Forest

land management plans to designate the Proposed Project alignment as a “right-of-way corridor. ” If the

“right-of-way corridor” designation were to be applied, the land management regulations and policies that

direct the operations of both Natioti Forests would require the Modoc and Toiyabe Forests to

encourage, but not require, the siting of future utflities, including transmission facilities, withii the

designated right+f-way corridors.

The Bureau of Land Management @Lw mandates regarding designated corridors are contained in the

regulations and BLM Mantis. Section 2800.0-5(1) of Title 43, Code of Federd Regulations, defines

a “designated right-f-way corridor” as follows:

Designatedright-of-waycorridormeansaparcel of land eitherlinearor areal in characterthat
has been identifiedby hw, by SecretarialOrder, through the land useplanning process or by
other managementdetision as being a preferred locationfor titing andfiture right-of-wq
grants and suitableto accommodatemorethan 1 type of right-of-wq or 1 or more rights-of-wq
which are sindlar, identical or compatible;

The BLM is ~ proposing to amend its Land Management Plan(s) to desigmte the Proposed Project

alignment through BLM lmds as a “right*f-way corridor. ” However, the Proposed Project would satisfi

the federd deftition of “transportation and utility corridor” in Section 2800.O-5(n) of Title 43, Code of

Federd Regulations:

Trmportation and utilip corridormeansa parcel of land, without@ed limits or boundaries,
ttit is being used u the locationfor 1 or more transpotiationor utilip right-of-way.

It should be noted that portions of the proposed route for the Proposed Project currently meet this

deftition due to the presence of existing transportation and utility rights+f-way such as Highway 395
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and various railroads, telephone and power linm, and county roads. h addition, BLM policy concerning

the use of designated right-of-way corridors is contained in BLM Manual 2801.11 .A, Corridor

Philosophy.

BW will manage right-of-wayuse ofpublic lad througha systemof designatedcorridors. Use
of desig~ted right-of-waycorridorsfor fiture right-of-waygrantswill be actively encouraged
by BM. ~epresence of a designatedright-of-waycorridorora ~stern of designatedright-of

way corridors does not preclude the granting of a right-of-way on public land outside a
desigmted com.dor, wheneverappropriate.

The State and Federd policiw identifid above wotid encourage, but not require, these respective

agencies to site fiture utflity projects within or adjacent to the Proposed Project right+f-way. For

example, the Modoc Natiod Forest has an existing d=ignated right-f-way corridor that travels in an

easterly direction from Mturas to the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 1000 kV DC

transmission line. However, the Forest has stated that this designated right+f-way corridor would be

inappropriate for the Nevada Route Mternative @enderson, 1995). h addition to the State and Federd

policies guiding the pltig and location of transmission lines, other factors that wotid be taken into

consideration wotid include the objectives of fiture projects, avtiable alternatives, environment

impacts, and tecbnid and regulatory feasibility. However, if the Proposed Project were to be approved

and constructed, it would impose a growth-inducement potential, especially in light of the noted State and

Federd regulatory d~ection.

(

E.3.3.3.4 Development of Atiitioti Generti”on in the Pacr~c Northwest

There is dso the possibility that tapping into the Bonneville Power Administration @PA) system would

encourage tier development of electric power resources in the Pacific Northwest @PA trmmits

hydroelectriti and nuclear power generated in the Pacific Northwest). Mthough an indepth dysis of

the impact on Pacific Northwest power production is beyond the scope of this EWS, exporting more

electric power from that region cotid theoretically stinudate new or expanded Pacific Northwest power

production, including hydroelectric, nati gas, cod, and nuclear.

Hydrwltic. Hydroelectric power production is dependent on snowfall and runoti, therefore, power

supply varies on a seasod basis. BPA does not have a firm agreement with SPPCO and thus is not

committed to supplying fixed amounts of power on a re@ar basis. With the Proposed Project in place,

additioti demand for this generation r=ource might occur because purchasers, other than SPPCO, could

utiltie the increased capacity of SPPCO’Ssystem to acquire hydroelectric power. However, like SPPCO,

these purchasers would not have firm agreements with BPA, given the varying availabili~ of

hydroelectric power. Ftily, as described in Section A.6.9. 1, hydroelectric operations in the Pacific

Northwest are undergoing a federd System Operation Review (SOR) process which codd r=dt in a

reduction in current regioti hydroelectric power generation. Therefore, there is Iitie potential for an

increase in hydroelectric production as a r=tit of the Proposed Project.. . .
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Natid Gas, Cod, Nud=. The western U.S. energy market relies on diverse energy sources,

including mturd gas, cod, hydroelectric, and nuclear. If avtiable hydroelectric resources were depleted

because of the SOR process to such a level that additioti supply were needed, additioti natural gas,

cod, or nuclear generation could be developed in the Pacific Northwest. However, this event is udikely

because, as discussd in Section A.6, the electric power system of the western United States is

interconnected via an integrated system of transmission lines. Over this collective transmission system,

excess generation is transferred from one ut~hy to another. A supply shortfall in one region of the

western United States could likely be satisfied by other regions. With the Proposed Project in place, the

ability of the Pacific Northwat to purchase power from other regions would be enhanced.

As discussed in Section A.6.9. 1, even without access to economy energy from the Pacific Northwest, the

Proposal Project is stfil requird based on the other project objectives (increasd import capacity,

improvd serviu reliability).

E.3.3.3.5 Growth tie to Fiber Optic Sem”ce

As describd in Sation B.2.2.4, SPPCO’Sproposed communication facilities would expand fiber optic

faciliti= to areas without such service (e.g., Nturas). If the Proposed Project were to be approved, with

the fiber optic communication facilities in place, other utflities cotid connwt to the facilities (subject to

the discretion of SPPCO) and provide fiber optic service to the Iocd region. The provision of this

improved communication service cotid increase competition among service providers and stimulate

growth in that area, subject to applicable re@ations.

E.3.3.4 Gro*-Related Entionmenti hpacts

Several of the jurisdictions within SPPCO’S service area are experiencing impacts to resources, public

facilities, ci~ services, and housing markets as a radt of recent growth. Projected growth that is

facilitated by the Proposed Project may exacerbate these impacts. One mturd resource of particular

concern in Nevada is potable water supply. Alr qtiity is another criticrd issue since portions of Washoe

County are non-attainment areas for carbon monoxide, ozone, and particulate matter. However, it is the

rwponsibfiity of lod cities and counties to place planning controls on new development in order to not

overtax natural resources and public services; the degree to which they may accomplish this is largely

dependent on their respective politid processes and, ultimately, their responsiveness to public and

environment needs and concerns.

The construction of another transmission line within or parallel to the proposed Mturas Transmission Line

Project right-f-way would impose similar environment impacts as the Proposed Project; however,

cumulative visual and land use impacts wotid be more severe since mtitiple transmission lines would be

in place. The impacts associated with a future transmission line or generation facility interconnection

would be dependant on the location, physid characteristics, and construction procedures for such a

project.
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